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Account of the Bank of Exchange, and of the Lombard, 
or Loan Bank of Amfterdam. 


Y an ordonnance of the magiftrates of Amfterdam, of 
date gth May, 1617, it is ftatuted, that ali {ums of which 
exchange {hall be made between parties within the city, or that 
fhall be drawn for from abroad, to the amount of fix hundred 
guilders (541. 12s.) and upwards, muft be tranfacted at the 
Bank of Exchange, on penalty of the payments being con- 
fidered as void, and the tranfgreflors fined each time twenty-five 
we guilders (21. 5s. 7d.) —T he fum was by a fubfequent edi@, 
11th December, 1643, reduced to 300 guilders, (22). 6s.) 

By thefe edicts the city of Amfterdam became general 
cahhier to all its inhabitants, whether natives or foreigners, 
with refpect to the exchange of {ums above the laft mentioned ; 
and thefe exchanges are made merely by a transfer inthe Bank 
; books, without any actual payment of cafh. The Bank of 
Amfterdam is thus poflefled in a great meafure of all the cafh 
employed in the traniactions of that great mercantile city, with 
out the leaft encroachment on the freedom of trade. Noman 
is reckoned poorer, or finds the leaft inconvenience in trade, 
becaufe he has only Bank money. On the contrary, wit! this 
he can always purchafe more current cafh than the nominal 
fum for which he has credit in the Bank books. 

This difference is called the Agio of Bank money, and 
varies from three to fix per cent. imits favour. 
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The reafon of this is principally to be afcribed to the come 
plex ftate and different intrinfic value of the coins current in 
Holland. Between the loweft denomination in copper, and 
the higheft in gold, there are no Jefs than from fifteen to twenty 
different kinds of money employed in payment of current cath, 
producing an embarraflment and delay infuch payments very 
unfavourable to the eafe and expedition of the bufinefs. Many 
of thofe coins tooare of bafe alloy, have no currency beyond 
the United Provinces, and fome of them not beyond the par- 
ticular Province in which they are ftamped. Bank money, on 
the contrary, entities the holder to receive payment only in the 
higher and better denominations of cafh, which have a currency 
not only through:all the Provinces, but alfo in moft parts of 
Germany and Flanders. When a perfon wants Bank money 
for current cath, or vice verfa, he repairs to the Dam, a fquare 
in front of the Stadthoufe, between ten and eleven in the morn- 
ing, where he is fure of meeting with numbers of brokersin 
money, ready to accommodate him ineither way, according to 
the rate of the Agio. After eleven o’clock this bufinefs ceafes, 
no transfer being allowed to be made in the Bank books later 
than that hour. 

Conneétcd with the Bank of Exchange, thus conftituted, 
is the Loan Bank, or Lombard Bank, of whica we are now to 
{peak. 

It was inflituted in 1614, for the behoof (as the infcription 
on the frout of the edifice bears) of the neceffitous, in order 
to fupply them with money on redeemable pledges, fuch as 
‘clothes, merchandize, goods, gold and filver plate, linen and 
woollen, jewellery, copper, tin, books, and other houlehold 
furnitures to the extent of two thirds of their appreciated 
value. 

, The interef%t of the money taken up on fuch pledges was, in 
1753s apportioned at the following rates. 

On afum under 100 guilders, gi. 1s. 10d. 16 1-4th percent. 
yearly. 

On ditto above 100 to 500 ditto, 45]. gs. 2d. 6 per cent. 
altto. 

On diito above 500 to 3000 ditto, 2721. 14s. 8d. 5 per cent. 
’ ditto, 

dn ditto 3000 and all above, 4 per cent. ditto. 

The peifons oorrowing on fuch pledges may redeem them at 
any time, upoa repaying the money with the intercit ; butas 
the intereit is reckoned trom month to month, it mult be paid to 
the end of that nuonth in which the pledge is redecaied. 
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If the pledges are not redeemed, nor the intereft of the bore 
rowed money paid within a year and fix weeks, they are pub 
licly fold by authority of the DireGtors of the Bank ; and, 
whatever they produce above the fum borrowed, with thein- 
tereft, is reftored to the owner, or, if he does not appear, pre- 
ferved for him for a year; after which, if no inquiry is made, 
he falls from his right, and the furplus goes to.the benefit of the 
poor of the city. 

For the benefit of thofe who with to conceal themfelves, ia 
fuch tranfadions, Commiffioners are appointed by the Di- 
reCtors of the Bank, who are required to have a fign in the 
front of. their houfes, notifying their licence to act as introdu- 
cers of pledges, and who take an oath, upon admiflion to their 
office, of fidelity and fecrecy. Their commiffion is reftri¢ted 
to about 2-5ths per cent. on the amount of the loan. 

The money lent on thefe pledges is furnifhed by the Bank of 
Exchange, and the furplus intereft, after payment of expence 
of management, &c. employed for the fupport of the different 
hofpitals. 

Such was the fyftem by which the Government of Amftere 
dam became mafters of the greater part of the cafh of the 
inhabitants, without the leaft injury to their interefts, either 
as individuals or merchants. And fuch is the fyftem by which 
they employ their cath, which would otherwife lie idle, to the 
general advantage of the community, by advancing money to 
thofe who are in temporary need, and by the furplus intereft of 
fuch loans relieving the wants of fuch as labour under pere 
manent poverty or difeafe. 

N. B. The redemption of the pledges may be protracted as 
Jong as the pledger pleafes, if the intereft is punctually paid, 





Short Account of the principal Means ufed both in defen- 
five and offenfive Taéiics. 


LACIS—the extreme outer-face of the works of a for- 

tified place, prefenting itlelf towards the enemy : Ic is 

compofed of earth, and gradually flopes from the parapet of the 
covert way, towards the level country. 

Covert, or Covered Way, is a {pace of ground funk. within 
the glacis, to a level with the outer embankment of the ditch, 
and of which the Glacis, of courfe, forms the breaft work. 
The covert way is from 18 to 20 feet wide, fometimes more 
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and fometimes lefs, according to the magnitude of the whole 
works, 

The Fofe, or Ditch, is next within this, towards the town, 
and is of fuch depth and width as circumftances may render 
neceffary ; this is intended to be occafionally filled with water, 

Scarp and Counter Scarp, the two embankments of this ditch; 
the inner and the outer. 

Rampart, the ftrong mound of earth which conttitutes the 
grand wall of defence ; it isimmediately within the ditch, its 
outer face rifing from the Scarp—the earth taken out of the 
ditch furnifhes materials for its conftruction; it does not rife 
any great height above the flope of the glacis, but is of a very 
great thicknefs, perhaps 60 or 80 feet. 

The Curtain—the ftrait facing to the Rampart, which con- 
nects one baftion with another, 

Baflions are ftrong proje&tions from the Rampart, making 
indeed parts of it—they ulually prefent towards the field a fharp 
angle, with two faces ; and two flanks towards the town ; the 
flanks connecting with the Curtain.—From the nature of this 
conftruGtion the Rampart here acquires a fuperior folidity. 

Parapet—the breatt work -raifed in the front of the Ram- 
parts, Baftions, &c. formed of earth not faced with bricks or 
ftones, to prevent fplinters injuring the men who are immedia- 
tely ftationed behind it; it is fumetimes 20 feet thick, the 
height of a man towards the town, but floping outwards, to 
give an opportunity of firing down the glacis upon the advanc- 
ing enemy. 

Embrofures—the apertures in the parapet through which the 
cannon are pointed. 

Thefe are the ordinary outer guards of a fortified place ; and 
are in themfelves, when provided with artillery and troops, 
moft formidable. ~ Within all thefe is fituated the town, pro- 


‘vided with bomb-proof places of retreat. 


And laftly, the Citadel, which is in itfelf a ftrong fort, or 
complete piece of fortification, made up of all the concomitant 
parts above mentioned. It is ufually erected in the molt emi 
nent fituation of a town, but fometimes at a {mall diftance out 
of it, fo, however, as to have the fole command of it. 

Over and above thefe ordinary or reguler means of defences 
befiegers have frequent recourfe to extraordinary or irregular 
ones, as approaching danger may diCtate. Some of thefe are 
called Counter Approaches. 
~ A Counter Guard is a triangular work placed beyond the 


ditch, made ef raifed earth, firuated fo as to refit and — 
the 
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the attack upon a baftion, &c. of this natureis a Half Moon or 
Lunette,a Horn Work, &c.—Thefe are likewife very often 
offenfive to the befiegers. _ 

Counter Approaches is a term fometimes applied to trenches 
advancing’ fo forward, as actually to meet the befieger’s lines of 
attack. , 

Palifade is a ficm row of piles driven into the earth, in fuch 
places of approach as are liable to be carried by atlault—they 
are ufually fo clofe together as only toadmit the muzzle of a 
mutket. ; 

A Mine is as much in ufe by the befieged as the befiegers 5 
itis a paflage dug under ground through which atrainis cone 
veyed to a Chamber, where the means of violent explofion are 
lodged, for*the purpofe of blowing up every thing near it. 
The further thefe extend, the more liable are they to be inter 
cepted by fimilar works of the enemy, and their end defeated.- 





Refleilions on the prefent State of Affairs in Great Brom 


tain and France. 
By Dr. Watson, Bifhop of Landaff. 


Have no hefitation in declaring, that the object which the 
French feemed to have in view at the commencement of 
their revolution, had my hearty approbation. The object was 
to free themfelves and their pofterity. from arbitrary power. 
I hope there is not a man in Great Britain fo little fenfible of 
the bleffings of that free conftitution under which he has the 


. happinefs to live; fo entirely dead to the interefts of general 


humanity, as not to with that a conftitution fimilar to our own 
might be eftablifhed, not only in France, but in every defpotic 
ftate of Europe ; not only in Europe, but in every quarter of 
the globe. 

It is one thing to approve of an end, another to approve of 
the means by which an end is accomplifhed. I did not ap- 
prove of the means by which the firft revolution was effected 
in France. I thought that it would have been a wifer meafure 
to have abridged the oppreflive privileges, and to have leflened 
the enormous number of the nobility, than to have abolifhed 
the order. I thought that the ftate ought not in jultice to have 
feized any part of the property of the church, till it had ree 
verted, as it were, to the community, by the death of its ime 
mediate poitcflors. I ghought that the King was not .only 
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treated with unmerited indignity ; but that too little authority 
was left him, to enable him, as the chief executive magiftrate, 
to be ufeful to the ftate. Thefe were fome of my reafons for 
not approving the means by which the firft revolution in France 
was brought about... As to other evils which took place on the 
occafion, I confidered them certainly as evils of importance; 
but at the fame time as evils infeparable from a ftate of . civil 
commotion, and which I conceived would be more than com- 
penfated by the eftablifhment of a limited monarchy. 

The French have abandoned the conftitution they had at 
firft eftablifhed, and have changed it for another. No one 
can reprobate with more truth than F do both the means, and 
the-end of this change.—The end has been the eftablifhment 
of a republic—-Now, a republic is a form of government, 
which, of all others, I moft diflike—and I diflike it for this 
reafon; becaufe of all forms of government, fcarcely except 
ing the moft defpotic, I think a republic the moft oppreflive to 
the bulk of the people: They are deceived in it with the thew 
of liberty ; but they live in it, under the moft odious of ty- 
rannies, the tyranny of their equals, With regard to the 
means by which this new republic has been erected in France, 
they have been fariguinary, favage, more than brutal. They 
not merely fill the heart of every individual with commife- 
sation for the unfortunate fufferers; but they exhibit to tlie 
eye of contemplation, a humiliating piGture of human nature, 
when its paffions are not regulated by religion, or controlled by 
law. 

I fly with terror and abhorrence, even from the altar of li- 
berty, when I fee it ftained with the blood of the aged, of the 
innocent, of the defencelefs fex, of the minifters of religion, 
and of the faithful adherents of a fallen monarch. My heart 
finks within me when I fee it ftreaming with the blood of the 
monarch himfelf. Merciful God! ftrike fpeedily we befeech 
thee, with deep contrition, and fincere remorfe, the obdurate 
kearts of the relentlefs perpetrators ard projectors of thofe bor= 
rid deeds, left they fhould fuddenly fink into eternal and ex- 
treme perdition, loaded with an unutterable weight of unre- 
pented, and, except through the blood of Him whofe religion 
they reject, inexpiable fin. 

The Monarch, you will tell me, was guilty of perfidy and 
perjury. 1 know not, that he was guilty of either; but ad- 
mitting that he has been guilty of both—who, alas! of the 
fons of men, is fo confident in the ftrength of his own virtue, 
fo aflured of his own integrity and intrepidity of character, as 
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to be certain, that under fimilar temptations he would not have 
been guilty of fimilar offences ? Surely it would have been no 
diminution of the fternnefs of new republican virtue, no dif- 
grace to the magnanimity of a great nation, if it had pardoned 
the perfidy which its own oppreffion had occafioned—if it had 
remitted the punifhment of the perjury of the King, to the tri- 
bunal of Him, by whom Kings reign and Princes decree jufticee 

And are there any men in this kingdom, except fuch as find 
their account in public confufion, who would hazard the intro- 
duction of fuch fcenes of rapine, barbarity and bloodfhed, as 
have difgraced France, and outraged humanity, for the fake of 
obtaining—What ?—Liberty and equality ;—I fufpect that the 
meaning of thefe terms is not clearly and generally underftood : 
It may be of fome ufe to explain them. 

The liberty of a man in a ftate of nature, confifts in his 
being fubjeé to no law but the law of nature—and the liberty 
of a man in a ftate of fociety, confifts in his being fubject to 
no law, but to the law enacted by the general will of the fo- 
ciety to which he belongs—And to what other law is any 
man in Great Britain fubject ? The King, we are juftly per- 
fuaded, has not the inclination; and we all know that, if he 
had the inclination, he has not the power, to fubftitute his will 
in the place of the law. The Houfe of Lords has no fuch 
power; the Houfe of Commons has no fuch power; the 
church has no fuch power; the rich men of the country have 
no fuch power. The pooreft man among us, the beggar at 
our door, is governed—not by the uncertain, paffionate, ar- 
bitrary will of an individual—not by the felfith infolence of an 
ariftocratic faction—not by the madnefs of democratic vio- 
lence—but by the fixed, impartial, deliberate voice of law, 
enacted by the general fuffrage of a free people. Is your 
property injured? Law, indeed, does not give you property ; 
but itafcertains it. Property is acquired by induftry and pro- 
bity; by the exercife of talents and ingenuity; and the pof- 
feflion of itis fecured by the laws of the community. Againft 
whom think you is it fecured ? It is fecured againft thieves 
and robbers ; againit idle and profligate men, who, however 
low your condition may be, would be glad to deprive you of 


the little you poflefs. It is fecured, not only againft the difture 


bers of the public peace, but again{t the oppreffion of the no- 

ble, the rapacity of the powerful, and the avarice of the riche 

The courts of Britifh juftice are impartial and incorrupt 5 

they refpect not the perfons of men; the poor man’s jamb isy 

in their eftimation, as facred as the monarch’s crown ; with 
9 inflexible 
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inflexible integrity they adjudge to every man his own. Your 
property under their protection is fecure. If your perfonal 
liberty be unjuftly reftrained, though but an hour, and that by 
the higheft. fervants of the crown—the crown cannot {creea 
them; the throne cannot hide them ; the law, with an un- 
daunted arm, feizes them, and drags them with irrefiftible 
might to the judgment of whom ?—of your equals—of twelve 
of your neighbours, In fuch a conftitution as this, what is 
there to complain of on the {core of liberty ? 

The greateft freedom that can be enjoyed by man in a ftate 
of civil fociety ; the greateft fecurity that can be given him 
with refpect to the protection of his character, property, per- 
fonal liberty, limb, and life, is afforded to every individual by 
our prefent conftitution. 

The equality of man in a ftate of nature, does not confift 
in an equality of bodily ftrength, or intellectual ability, but in 
their being equally free from the dominion of each other.— 
The equality of man ina ftate of civil fociety, does not confift 
in an equality of wifdom, honefty, ingenuity, induftry,—nor in 
an equality of propefty refulting from a due exertion of thefe 
talents ; but in being equally fubject to, equally protected by 
the fame laws—And who knows not that every individual in 
this great nation, is, in this refpect, equal to every other? There 
is not one law for the nobles, another for the commons of the 
land—one for the clergy, another for the laity—one for the 
rich, another for the poor. ‘The nobility, it is true, have fome 
privileges annexed to their birth 3 the judges, and other magif- 
trates, have fome annexed to their office ; and profeffional men 
have fome annexed to their profeflions—but thefe privileges are 
neither injurious to the liberty or property of other men.— 
And you might as reafonably contend, that the bramble ought 
.to be equal to the oak; the Iamb to the lion; as that no dif- 
tinctions fhould take place between the members of the fame 
fociety. The burdens of the ftate are diftributed through the 
whole community withas much impartiality as the complex 
nature of taxation will admit ; every man fuftains a partin 
proportion to his ftrength; no order is exempted from the 
payment of taxes. Nor is any order of men exclufively enti- 
tled to the enjoyment of the luerative offices of the itate— 
All cannot enjoy them, but all eajoy a capacity of acquiring 
them. The fon of the meaneft man in the nation, may bes 
come a General or an Admiral, a Lord Chancellor, or an 
Archbifhop. If any perfons have been fo fimple as to fuppofe, 


that even the French ever intended by the term of equality, 
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an equality of property, they have been quite miiftaken in 
their ideas. The French never underftood by it, any thing 
materially different from what we and our anceftors have been 
in full pofleffion of for many ages. 

Other nations may deluge their land with blood in ftruggling 
for liberty and equality; but let it never be forgotten by our- 
felves, and let us imprefs the obfervation upon the hearts of our 
children, that we are in pofleffion of both ; of as much of 
both, as can be confiftent with the end for which civil fociety 
was introduced among mankind. 

The provifion which is made for the poor in this. kingdont 
is fo liberal, as, in the opinion of fome, to difcourage induftry. 
The rental of the lands in England and Wales does not, I con- 
jeClure, amount to more than eighteen millions a year ; and 
the poor rates amount to two millions. ‘The poor then, at pre« 
fent, poffefs a ninth part of the landed rental of the country ; 
and, reckoning ten pounds for the annual maintenance of eath 
pauper, it may be inferred, that thofe who are maintained by 
the community do not conftitute a fortieth part of the peop!e. 
An equal divifion of land would be to the poor a great misfor- 
tune; they would poffefs far lefs than by the laws of the land 
they are at prefent entitled to. When we add to this con- 
fideration, an account of the immenfe fums annually fubfcribed 
by the rich for the fupport of hofpitals, infirmaries, difpenfa- 
ries—for the relief of fufterers by fire, tempefts, famines, lofs 
of cattle, great ficknefs, and other misfortunes ; all of which 
charities muft ceafe were all men on a level, for all inen would 
then be equally poor ; it cannot but excite one’s aftonifhment 
that fo foolifh a fyftem fhould have ever been fo much as men- 
tioned’by any man of common fenfe. It is a fyftem not prac- 
ticable; and was it practicable, it would not be ufeful ; and was 
it ufeful, it would not be juit. 


(Zo be concluded in our next.) 





INTERESTING TRIALS. 
KING’s BENCH, June 20. 
GREEN verfus HEweT. 
HE form of this action was, for money had and received 


by the defendant, to and for the ufe of the plaintiff. 
Vou. XXII. 546, .O war, The 
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; The faéts were, that thedefendant.had been appointed to the 
office of Uther and Under-Cryer of the Court of King’s 
Bench by.a Mr. Milward Rowe, who died in February, 1792. 
William Green, the plaintiff in this action, was appointed to 
fucceed Mr. Rowe. It was now contended, onthe part of 
the plaintiff, that as the defendant, Mr. Hewet, was only the 
deputy of Mr. Rowe: He could hold his office no longer than 
during the life of -his principal. 

Mr. Erfkine, on the part of the defendant, contended, that 
his client was not a Deputy Cryer, but an Under Uther, and 
quite diftinet from the office of the plaintiff. It was coimpe- 
tent to Mr. Green, the prefent plaintiff, to appoint a deputy to 
his office, if he thought fit. And although, in fact, the office 
was a finecure, yet the emoluments of it amounted to five or 
fix hundred pounds a year : He was not fatisfied with that, but 
wifhed for the fee of the other officer, namely, the defendant’s ; 
and for which this action was brought. 

Mr. Bearcroft, on the part of the plaintiff, admitted that the 
defendant was anable and ufeful officer, but maintained the 
right of his clientto the fees in queftion immediately onhis 
appointment to the office which he now held. 

Lord Kenyon obferved that the plaintiff’s office had been 
called a finecure ; if fo, perhaps the plaintiff would do well to 
coniider how far it would be politic in him to proceed any fur- 
ther in this bufinefs) His Lordfhip was clearly of opinion, the 
defendant had a right to hold for life the office heis now in, 
It had been faid that on the death of Mr. Rowe, the appointe 
ment of Mr. Hewet was at an end :. That was not the cafe; 
for although Mr. Rowe was removable at the pleafure of the 
crown from his office, yet it did not follow, that the perfon he 
appointed as his deputy, was removable in confequence of his 
death, or the removal of his principal. ‘This doctrine might 
be illu{trated by very high authority and example.—The Lord 
Chancellor of Great Britain was an officer removable at the 
pleafure of the King, yet when fo removed, or by his death, 
the Mafters in Chancery appointed by him were not re- 
movable. 

Verdict for the defendant, the confequence of which is, that 
he is eftablifhed in his office, much to the fatisfaction of the 
gentlemen of that Court. 


COURT 
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COURT of KING’s BENCH. 
TuursDAY, June 27. 
Sittings before Lord Kenyon and Special Furies. 
Tue Kine verfus Gasriet, D. D. 


THIS was an indi€tment preferred againft the defendant, 
Dr. Gabriel, who was one of the acting Magiftrates for the 
county of Middlefex, fora fuppofed abufe of Magiftracy, in 
corruptly refufing to renew a licence to an old eftablithed pub- 
lic houfe on Hounflow Heath. 

It turned out, that there was not a colour for this profecution, 
and that the Magiftrate, in refufing to renew the licence to 
this public houfe, had acted in conformity to the fentiments of 
Mr. Juftice Heath and other Magiftrates who were acquainted 
with this houfe, which was a notorious brothel. 

Lord Kenyon obferved, that the public was extremely 
obliged to thofe Magiftrates who exercifed their honeft judg- 
ment and difcretion in fupprefling public-houfes of fuch de- 
Icription, which only tended to increafe the prefent corruption 
and profligacy of manners.—Defendant not guilty. 





THe Kine verfus Mouton. 


THIS was an indictment which had been preferred againft 
the defendant, who was game-keeper to Lord Berkeley, for 
willful and corrupt perjury, fuppofed to be committed by him 
in giving evidence in the trial of a caufe, the title of whith 
was Lord Berkeley v. Kitchener. On the part of the plaintiff 
he fwore, on the trial of that caufe, That on the 12th of 
March 1791 Kitchener kept a greyhound for the deftruction 
of the game. On Molton’s evidence Lord Berkeley obtained 
a verdict in the abfence of Kitchener’s witnefles, who ap- 
peared ina few minutes afterwards, and who were ready to de-= 
pote that what Molton {wore was falfe, and that he, at the time 
that he fwore’ it, knew it to be falfe. 

This trial went off, as moft others for perjury do, on account 
of a defect in the proceedings. 

Lord Kenyon lamented that men might fin with impunity, 
becaufe certain perfons chofe to be flovenly in the manner in 
which they made up their proceedings. —Not guilty. 

O2 - COURT 
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COURT of KING’s BENCH, WESTMINSTER. 


Fripay, June 28. 


Tue Kino verfus MarTIN. 


THIS was a profecution inftituted againft the defendant, 
for writing and publifhing a falfe, f<ateloas; and malicious 
libel, of and concerning the Court Martial who tried Serjeant 
Grant. ‘The declaration charged the defendant with im- 
puting grofs partiality to the Members who coinpofed the 
Court Martial. 

The Attorney General ftated, that this profecution was 
inftituted by the gentleman who had preceded him in the 
ftation which he now filled, and he thought it advifable to bring 
it before the Court. The defendant had thought proper to im- 
pute grofs partiality to the Members that compofed the Court 
Martial before whom Serjeant Grant was tried ; it would be 
for the Jury to-determine whether or not the defendant was 

uilty. 

. Mz. Vaughan, Counfel for the defendant, took an objection 
tothe manner in which one of the Members’ names that com- 
pofed the Court was inferted in the record, there being a vari- 
ance between the nameas upon the record, and the manner in 
which it appeared in the pamphlet which contained the libellous 
matter, and which was publifhed by the defendant—the name 
being “ Bunbury” upon the record, and “ Banbury” in the 
pamphlet. 

This the Court confidered as a fatal objection, and the de- 
fendant was found—Not Guilty. ; 





Wratt verfus SHELDON. 


THIS adion was brought to recover the fum of 6090. 
from the defendant. 

The plaintiff is an architect, and had been engaged to fit 
up the Pantheon for an opera-houfe. The defendant wasa 
conveyancer, and, as one of the truftees, employed the plaintiff 
to convert the Pantheon isto an opera-houfe. The defence 
fet up was, that the defendant was not atruftee ; that no 
emolument was to accrue to him from the opera-houfe ; that 
he had only been a warm friend to Mr. O’Riley, who was the 
Proprietor, and who was defirous of placing the opera in this 
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kingdom uponarefpectable footing ; and that he did notens 
gage the plaintiff. 

The cafe being fatisfactorily eftablifhed by the evidence ad 
duced on the part of the plaintiff, the Jury found a verdict fos 
the plaintiff for 6000l. 





KE .ItW Gs. BEN OC 
Monpay, July 1. 


DypbeE and ScRIBE verfus the Rev. Mr. BEwetrT. 


THIS wasa caufe of confiderable importance to tradefmen. 
The aétion was brought to recover the fum of 92! 11s. fora 
variety of fafhionable articles of dre{s, furnifhed by the plains 
tiffs for the wife of the defendant. 

It appeared that the defendant was a country clergyman, and 
that his income amounted to about 250]. per annum. His 
wife, a fhort time fybfequent to the debt being contracted, lived 
feparate from him, in confequence of her incontinence. 

A young woman, who lived with the plaintiffs, proved that 
the defendant’s wife purchafed the goods, among which were a 
laced cloak, valued at 34 pounds, and four bonnets that were 
bought in one day. ‘The witnefs faid, the plaintiffs made no 


inquiry into the circumftances and family of the lady; they 


underftood fhe was a lady of fafhion, and that her hufband was 

a clergyman, who kept company with the nobility and gentry. 
Mr. Erfkine, Counfel for the defendant, faid, that if the 
plaintiffs could recover in this ation, a fpecies of extravagance 
would be countenanced that would produce more bankruptcies 
than the prefent, or any other war. Tradefmen ought to 
know, that the law of England did not make the hufband re- 
fponfible for the extravagant conduat of his wife ; for if that 
were the cafe, a number of hufbands of moderate fortune 
would be fpeedily ruined. ‘The wife was confidered in law as 
the agent of the hufband, and could only legally contract tor 
what was neceflary for her rank and degree in life. Beyond 
this the hufband was not liable. The defendant's wife had 
made a moft extravagant purchafe; fhe had bought four bonnets, 
as if determined to be upon an equality with fome fafhionable 
gentlemen who wore an equal number of waiftcoats one over 
the other even inthe month of July. The defendant (who 
was = feparated from his wife) had paid 40l, of the demand 
in 
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in queftion, and this was a fufficient fum for articles of dreis for 
a clergyman’s wife of his income. 

Lord Kenyon faid, the prefent action was of the moft ferious 
importance. If the plaintiffs’ demand was countenanced bya 
Jury, many perfons might be totally ruined by their wives, 
The relation between man and wife made the hufband re- 
fponfible for a decent, and even a liberal provifion for his wife ; 
but this provifion muft be according to his and her rank and 
degree in life. The plaintiffs ought to have made inquiry into 
the circumftances and rank of the lady before they furnifhed 
her with fuch extravagant and ufelefs trappings: For any 
man’s wife might goto a fhop like that of the plaintiffs, afiume 
the character of a lady of fafhion, and order articles tothe 
amount of half the income of her hufband. His Lordthip 
was of opinion that the fum of 40]. was more than the defends 
ant ought to have paid. 

The Jury found a verdict for the defendant, 





KEIN Ge BENC Hd. 
Monpay, July 1. 


A Caufe was tried which involved a queftion of importance 
to tradefment and others, who have occafion to fend money or 
bank-notes into the country. A fum of money had been in- 
clofed in a letter, and fent into the country for the difcharge of 
adebt. The letter was nottaken tothe General Poft-office, 
but given to the bellman. 

Evidence was produced to prove the fending of the moncy 
to the General Poft-office, by the delivery of the letter in 
which it was inclofed, to the bellman. A queftion arofe, 
whether the delivery of the letter to’ the bellman ought tobe 
confidered as legal evidence of its being put into the General 
Poft- office. 

Lord Kenyon was clearly of opinion, that perfons who fend 
moncy or bank. notes inclofed in letters, for the payment of any 
debt, ought to carry them to Lombard-ftreet, or to fome houle 
appointed by the General Poft-office for their reception. 
A mere delivery of fuch letters toa bellman was no evidence 
of its being fent by the General Poft. In this opinion the Jury 
eoncurred, 
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WEDNESDAY, July 3. | 


Hype and FLetcuer againft the PRoprierors of the 
Trent CANAL, 


THE plaintiffs, who lived in Gainfborough, configned cer- ii 
tain goods from thence tothe amount of 5zol. to Manchetter, 
to be carried thereand delivered by the defendants. The goods 
arrived fafe at the place of deftination, and were put intoa 
warehoufe, where they were confumed by fire before they had 
been given into the poffeffion of the confignee. ‘This action i i 
was brought to recover their value. eal | 








‘Mr. Erfkine contended for the plaintiffs, that it was the duty We || 
of the defendants’ fervants to have carried the goods to the it 
q 





houfe of the confignee ; that until fuch delivery, they fhould || 
be efteemed in cuftedy of the defendants ; that they were aa | 
bound to confider them fo even by their own public advertife- ; 
ments ; and that the fame law which applied to common car- i 
riers, was good with refpect to them. | i 
Mr. Bearcroft, Counfel for the defendants, denied this to be he 
law. He faid, they differed entirely from carriers; that they i 
had undertaken no more than to carry the goods to Manchefter, bf i 
and having landed them there, they had nothing more to do au | 
with them, mah. | 
Lord Kenyon thought that the defendants were entitled to a Beil i 
verdict. It would be as hard for them to pay in this cafe, as if aah 
a Captain of a fhip, who had carried goods trom the Weft In- haa || 
dies, was held accountable for them after he had lodged themin nit | 
a warchoule. i 
The Jury retired, and in a fhort time brought in their verdi& 1) 
for the plaintiffs up to the extent of their demand, ) 





GUILDHALL, LONDON. Ht 


Tuespay, July 11. | 
Sittings after Trinity Term. Hl 
Frort verfus D’ovLey. | 
THIS was an aétion brought by Mr. Fiott azaintt Sir John i 
D’oyley for a breach of covenant. ' 


Mr. Erfkine, Counfel for the plaiptiff, ftated the fubftance of 
the cafe to the jury, which he obferved lay info narrow a com 
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pafs as to be rather in the nature of a writ of inquiry than 
any thing elfe, the faéts upon which it was founded havin 
been already found in the Court of King’s Bench; and the 
prefent iflue being but a conclufion to be drawn from thofe 
facts. The facts were fimply thefe: The plaintiff had buile 
a fhip of about 1000 tons, called the Belvidera, intended for, 
and afterwards taken into the fervice of the Eaft India Com- 
pany. His great object in this undertaking was that he might 
poflefs the advantages of being the Ship’s Hufband. Thefe 
advantages conlifted in the appointment of all officers of the 
fhip, and many other fpecies of patronage, The Ship’s Huf- 
band was always appointed by the majority of owners, accord- 
ing to their proportions of property in her, and Mr, Fiott being 
fole owner, of courfe muft be Hufband and fecure in the pa- 
tronage. 

The plaintiff afterwards parted with a number of fharcs 
(nine fixteenths, we believe) to the defendant, but determined 
to preferve his principal object, the patronage, fold under an ex 
prefs contract, that the defendant fhould not difturb him in 
the exercife of his authority as Hufband of the veffel. The de- 
fendant fold thofe fhares to others who thought proper to re- 
move the plaintiff from his fituation of Hufband, and thereby 
deprive him of all thofe advantages he had attempted fairly, 
and, he trufted, not vainly, to fecure tohimfelf. The defence 
attempted to be fet up was, that the defendant, not having him- 
felf removed the plaintiff, was not guilty of any breach of the 
contract, and that he was not refponfible for the aéts of thofe 
who came after him. This was a doctrine which had not been 
as yet countenanced ; and after calling evidence to fhew the 
value of that of which his client had been deprived, he trufted 
it would be again negatived by the Jury. 

Some witnefles were called, by whom it was attempted to 
afcertain the probable value of thofe appointments in the gift 
of the Hufband, namely, the Captain, Mates, &c. of the vef- 
fel. To this point they all feemed extremely thy, declining 
to fay what their fituations were worth. Alderman I.e Mefue 
ticr proved from his knowledge of his brother’s affairs, who 
is Captain in the fervice of the Eaft India Company, that an 
Fait India Captain’s tituation is worth at leaft 4 of 5000]. each 
voyage 5 uncer fortunate circumitances it is worth more, up 
to even 30,000). 

Mr. earcroit for the defendant, ftated, that his client was 
a private gentleman, who having taken it into his head to in- 
termeddle in the bulinefs of fait India fhipping, had en- 
6 tered 
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tered into dealings with the plaintiff, who he admitted was a 
gentleman of great abvities, and long converfant in the trade. 
‘The fact was certainly true, that his client, being foon con- 
vinced he had undertaken an improper fpeculation, had been 


glad'to get rid of his concern, and feil his thares at the lofs of 


4001. afhare. The purchafers from Sir John had alfo thought 
fit to remove the plaintiff from his fituation as Hufband.— 
The defence, therefore, which would be fet up, and on the va- 
lidity or otherwife, of which the Jury would have to decide, 
was improper conduct in Mr. Fiott in the management of the 
affairs of the fhip. 

For. this purpofe the accounts of the veflel were produced. 
By thefe it appeared, that upon a fettlement among the owners 
in 1789, a large balance had remained in the hands of the Huf- 
band, the defendant, for fome time, whereas the ufual mode 
was to make an immediate divifion after the final fettlement of 
accounts among the proprietors. 

Lord Kenyon obferved to the Jury, that the fault complained 
of was fuppofed to be committed in 1789, whereas the injury 
complained of, that is, the removal of the plaintiff, was not 
until April, 1793. The point, therefore, for the Jury would 
be, whether the caufe fet up in the defence was fuch as to juftify 
the removal complained of, or whether it was not a pretext 
fought for, to excufe an act previoufly refalved on. 

The Jury found their verdict for the plaintiff. 





KIN G’s BENCH. 
Tuespay, July 16, 


THIS day came on in the Court of King’s Bench at Guild+ 
hall, before Lord Kenyon and a Special Jury; acaufe, Boyltton, 
verfus Holmes, which excited the attention of the commercial 
world, and occafioned the Court to be uncommonly crowded. 
It was an iffue directed by the Court of Chancery. The 
queftion for the opinion of the Jury was, Whether Mr. Boyl- 
fton was at any time, and when, a partner in the houfe of M-ff, 
Lane and Frazer, formerly eminent merchants and under- 
writers, but who became infolvent ? 

Mr. Law opened the cafe on the part of the defendant, with 
whom the proof of the iflue refted. He faid it was not only a 
caufe of confiderable importance to a number of perfons in 
point of value, but of great concern to the fecurity of the 
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commercial world. Lane and Frazer were general merchants, 
and tranfacted confiderable bufinefs in the commiffion line.— 
Mr. BoyJften, who was a gentleman of confiderable property, 
advanced to them, under an agreement, dated Auguft 3, 1784, 
the fum of 40,0001. for which he was to receive not only five 
per cent. but one-third annually out of the commiffion bufi- 
nefs, and to have free accefs to all the books of accounts; but 
it was exprefsly dtipulated, that he fhould be exempted from all 
Joffes. 

Mr. Law then ftated, that two bonds had been execated by 
Lane and Frazer to Mr. Boyliton, for confiderable fums 5 and 
produced feveral letters, fome entities in the partnerfhip book, 
and a receipt under his hand, from all which it appeared, that 
Mr. Boylfton had been wiat the law deemed a fleeping part- 
ner, and fo he had confidered and defcribed himfelf ina cafe he 
laid before Mr. Hollift, an eminent Counfel. 

Several witnefles were examined, and a variety of written 
evidence produced and read, which clearly eftablifhed - ma- 
terial facts tated by Mr. Law. 

Lord Kenyon faid, the partnerfbip was clearly eftablithed by 
the receptions of profits by Mr. Boylfton. It was not agene- 
ral partnerfhip, but related only to the commiffion bufinefs, and 
was founded on the agreement oiade in the year 1784. His 
Lorcthip expreffed his furprife at the form of the order of the 
Court of Chancery, directing the iffue to be tried, which had 
erroneoufly reverfed the title of the caufe, by making the per- 
fon who ought to have been the defendant the plaintitt, and the 
plaintiff the defendant. 

The Jury by their verdi& found Mr. Boylfton to be a part- 
ner in the houfe of Lane and Frazer in the commiffion buli- 
nefs only, under the agreement made in 1784. 





COURT of COMMON PLEAS. 


WRIGHT verfus MILLER. 


THIS was an aétion to recover the fum of 401. for board 
and lodging provided ty the plaintiff for the defendant’s wife. 

The Counfel for the plaintiff faid, the defendant was a 
tradefman of fome property, and intermarried with his wife in 
the year 1791. By great ill treatment he had driven her from 
his houfe, aud fhe went to live with the plaintiff, who provided 
her with board, lodging, and other neceflaries, for upwards of 
a year 
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a year and an half, for which he had charged gol. which was a 
reafonable fum. It was a principle of the law of England 
that no married woman or other perfon is allowed to ftarve in 
this country, If aman turned his wife out of docrs, or ree 
fufed to maintain her, any man who provided ber with neceffa- 
ries hada right to recover from her hufband the fum reafonably 
expended for the wife’s maintenance. 

Three witnefles were examined, who proved that the dee 
fendant, by ill-treatment, had compelled his wife to leave his 
houfe, and that the plajntiff had provided her with board, lodg- 
ing, and other neceflaries, ~ 

The Counfed for the defendant called two witneffes to prove 
that his wife had been guilty of incontinence, and that fhe abe 
f{conded without any reafonable caufe; but their evidence was 
by no means fatisfactory. 

The learned Judge admitted the law to be as laid down by 
the Counfel for the plaintiff, namely, that no perfon is allowed 
to ftarve in this country. 

The Jury found a verdict for the plaintiff, damages 4ol. 





a  g-- 3 BA SB OG 


UR modern Magiftrates are not fufficiently cautious with 
refpe& to fending perfons to prifon on very trivial fufpi- 


_cions indeed, or in keeping them there by way of punifhment 


for petty crimes ; keeping them in thofe places of wickednefs 
and defpair, where, as Dr. Johnfon fays very well, “ the lewd 
inflame the lewd, the wicked encourage the wicked, and where 
a criminal is taught to do that with more cunning that he had 
been ufed to do with lefs,””_ . Pretty fevere corpora] punifhment, 
inftantly infliGted in private, would perhaps be the wifeft and 
the molt effeGtual chaftifement for fmal] offences. 
Anfwer, by Sciolus, of Bath, to E. Giddy’s Anagram, inferted 
February 1. 
O heave doth fure to THROB imply, 
In which you BROTH may quickly fpy. 











Anfwer, by W. Brewer, of Taunton, to 8. Phillip’s Charade, ina 
Jerted May 6. 


HE neat habitation I know very well— 
HONEY-COMB is the place where thoufands do dwell, 
: 2 *t* We 
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#¢* We have received the like anfwer from F. Brown jun. 
of Grampound, in Cornwall. 





Anfwer, by F. Rowden, of Chard Academy, to E, Giddy’s Rebus, 
inferted May 13. 


6 ity contents of your rebus do make appear, 
The warlike Gen’ral DUMOURIER. 


*1* We have received the like anfwer from Agarbus, 
W. C, junior, and W. Brewer, of Taunton; W. Pridham, 
T. White, and W. Blackler, of Ipplepen fchool; J. Smyth, 
near Loftwithiel; J. Rofevear, of St. Auttell; Eremita, near 
Welton Zoyland ; R. Kittow, of Eglotkerry ; J. Toulmin, 
of Barnftaple; T. Welch, near Wivelifcombe; Mary Ager, 
of Ipplepen; and F. Brown junior, of Grampound, 





Anfwer, by F. Rofevear, of St. Auftell, to Furze Stub’s Enigma, 
inferted May 13. 


N APPLE-MILL I find is what you mean, 


So now adieu untill you write again. 


ti] Wehave received the like anfwer from R. Kittow, of 
Eglotkerry; E. Giddy, of Truro; J. Toulmin, of Barn- 
ftaple; “T. Welch, near Wivelifcombe; Mary Ager, of Ip- 
plepen; Agarbus, and William Brewer, of Taunton; and 
I’, Brown junior, of Grampound. 





dn ANAGRAM, ly F. B. Chiversy of St. Aufell, 


iE Borsrisdonge ye bards, a river in Old Spain, 
And you a garment quickly will obtain, 





4 QUESTION, Jy 8.G. of Sherborne. 


General fighting a battle had the third part of his army 
flain, a fifth part taken prifonersy and the remaining 


7000 
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7000 men were put to flight. What was the number of the 
. ° — pt ae 7 - - 
army ! 





4 REBUS, by H. B. of Briftal, 


E learned bards, would’ you my firft define? 
Tis ever on the table when you dine; 

And next a plant apothecaries ufe, 
Which they infleepy draughts do oft infufe ; 
A watry fubftance you muit then expel, 
And laft an inftrument of mufic tell. 

The initials place in order juft and.true, 

A kitchen inftrument you’ll bring to view, 





f@ CHARADE, by W. R. of St. Stephen's, in Brannel, in 
Cornwall, 


M* firft divine, pray make appear ; 


And next what is in Devonfhire; 
My whole, quite folemn and profound, 
The anfwer will the fame expound : 
Now come each bard, and give my name, 
And I will thank you for the fame. 





4A CHARADE, by 7. K. C. near Wells. 


O* lovely Nancy! chafteas fair, 

Accept a friend’s unfeign’d petition 5 

Since thou haft nought from verfe to fear, 
Oh! give my tender firft admiffion. 


Let it within thy gentle breaft, 
Proclaim the caufe of my defpair 5 

So thall my troubled fecond reft, 
Affur’d of thy reward fincere. 


Then who like Nancy and her fwain, 
So bleft, fo happy, Oh what joys ! 

My whole thall chafe away each pain, 
And banifh far difcordant noife. 


POETRY, 


























P OE T. R_Y, 


Charatters of eminent Enzlifh Ports. 
By Mis Heven Maria Wittiams, 
SHAKESPEAR. 


TS, page, Oh Shakefpear! let me view, 
Thine! at whofe name my bofom glows; 
Proud that my earlicft breath I drew 

In that bleft ifle where Shakefpeare rofe !—~ 
Where fhall my dazzled glances roll? 

Shall I purfue gay Ariel’s flight, 

Or wander where thofe hags of night 
With deeds unnam’d fhall freeze my trembling foul ? 


Plunge me, foul fifters! in the gloom 
Ye wrap around yon blafted heath ; 
To hear the harrowing rite I come, 
That calls the angry fhade from death !— 
Away—my frighted bofom {pare ! 
Let true Cordelia pour her filial figh, 
Let DefCemona |.ft her pleading eye, 
And poor Ophelia fing in wild defpair ! 


When the bright noon of fummer ftreams 
In one wide flath of lavith day, 
As foon fhall mortal count the beams, 
As tell the powers of Shakefpeare’s lay 
Oh nature’s poct ! the untaught, 
The fimple mind thy tale purfues, 
And wonders by what art it views 
The perfect image of each native thought. 


mts tt -o me 
IN thofe {till moments when the breaft, 


Expanded leaves its cares behind, ' 
Glows 
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Glows by fome higher thought pofleft, - 
And feels the energies of mind; 

Then, awful Milton, raife the veil 
That hides from human eye the heav’nly throng! 
Immortal fons of light! 1 hear your fong, 

I hear your’ high tun’d harps creation hail! 


Well might creation claim your care, 
And well the ftring of rapture move, 
When all was perfect, good, and fair, 
When all was mulic, joy, and love! 
Ere evil’s inaufpicious birth : 
Chang’d nature’s harmony to ftrife; 
And wild remorfe, abhorring life, 
And deep affliction fpread their fhade on earth. 


T : oO m3" 'o 


O Nature! thou whofe works divine 
Such rapture in this breaft infpires, 
As makes me dream one {park is mine 
OF poefy’s celeftial fire 5 
When doom’d for London fmoke to leave 
The kindling morn’s unfolding view, 
Which ever wears fome afpect new, 
And all the fhadowy forms of foothing eye— 


‘Then, Thomfon, then be ever near, 
And paint whatever feafon reigns 5 
Still let me fee the varying year, 
And worfhip nature in thy ftrains; 
Now, when the wintry tempetts roll, 
Unfold their dark and defolating torm, 
Rufh in the favage madnefs of the ftorm, 
And {pread thofe horrors that exalt my foul. 


P re) P Ee 


AND Pope, the mufic of thy verfe 
Shall winter’s dreary gloom difpel, 

And fond remembrance oft rehearfe 
The moral fong the knows fo well ; 

The fportive fylphs thall flutter here, 
There Eloife, in anguith pale, 
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*¢ K ‘fs with cold lips the facred veil, 
«© And drop with.every bead too foft a tear !”” 


-G 2. kT 


WHEN difappointment’ s fick’ning Pain, , 
With chilling fadnefs numbs my breaft, 

That feels its deareft hope was vains> 
And bids its fruitlefs ftruggles.reft; 

When thofe for whom] wilh to live, - ; 
With cold fufpicion wrong my-aching heart 5 
Or, doom’d from thofe for ever loy’d to part, 

And feel a fharper pang than death can give. 


Then with the mournful bard I go, 
Whom “ melancholy mark’ her own,” 
While tolls the curfew, folemn, flow, 
And wander amid graves unknown; 
With yon pale orb, Jov’d poet come! . 
While from thofe elms long fhadows fpread, 
And where the lines of light are fhed, 
Read the fond record of the ruftic tomb! ! 


Or let me o’er old Conway’s flood 
Hang on the frowning rock, and trace 
The charaéters, that, wove in blood, 
Stamp’d the dire fate of Edward’s race ; 
Proud tyrant, tear thy laurel’d.plume; 
How poor thy vain pretence to deathlefs fame! 
The injur’d mufe records thy lafting fhame, 
And fhe has power to “ ratify thy doom.” 
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SE where yon crag’s imperious height 
The funny highland crowns 3 
And, hideous as the brow of night, 

Above the torrent frowns. 


So fcouls the chief whofe will is law, 
Regardlefs of our ftate; 

While millions gaze with painful awe, 
With fear ally’d to hate. 
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